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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Background
The contemporary world appears to be changing more rapidly than 
at any time in human history. In North America., particularly in Canada, 
changes of. great and varied magnitude have occurred.^ Among the more 
significant are:
1) The movement of vast segments of the population from the 
country to urban centers. For example, one hundred years ago, Canada, 
was predominantly an agricultural nation. Today she is substantially 
urban with less than 10 per cent of her population living on farms.
One of her provinces, Alberta, is reputed to have one of the highest 
rates of urbanization in the world.^ The impact of the process of 
urbanization upon the country is immense.
2) The diffusion of individual and social attributes between
the rural and urban sectors of society. With the establishment of
transportation and communication links between rural and urban
communities, outside forces of influence and control began to affect
the communities. Commenting on this phenomenon, T.L. Smith states:
In brief, the modern systems of social interaction and 
communication make possible a. much more rapid dissemination
^Walter J. Anderson and Marc-Adela.rd Tremblay, eds., Rural 
Canada in Transition. (Ottawa: Mutual Press Limited, 1966), pp. viii
xii.
^Ed Polanski, "Alberta. Tops in Rural Exodus", Calgary Herald, 
September 14, 1970, p. 20. (Reference to article in daily paper, paged 
consecutively throughout.)
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of useful inventions and discoveries among farm people, a 
process that has been greatly retarded in the past by the 
lack of contact between the many small parts of a highly segmented 
rural society. They also make readily available to rural people 
all urban social and cultural phenomena; and in many ways this 
factor has produced the most drastic changes in rural life.
In this 'interchange of values, ideas and behavior patterns between 
the rural and urban segments, the rural people are experiencing 
many more deeply significant changes than the u r b a n . ^
The preceding reflects but a few of the great social, economic 
and technological changes which have taken place primarily during the 
twentieth century and which have significantly affected contemporary 
living - both rural and urban.
In the rural community, the evolution from traditional agriculture 
to the highly technical and scientific industry it is today has 
noticeably influenced the life and livelihood of rural people. The 
promise and threat of technology:are becoming increasingly evident. 
Technological change has made possible whole new patterns of organization 
and individual life styles. An indication of technological change in 
agriculture is the number of persons each farm worker supplies with 
farm products. In 1900 the average farm worker supplied farm products 
to 7.0 persons. The figure increased to 10.7 by 1940 and 25.9 in 1960. . 
By 1967 the figure had increased to 42.5 Thus, productivity is 
greater than at any other time in history. This, together with increased 
income and employment opportunities for rural people serves as evidence
^T. Lynne Smith, Principles of Inductive Rural Sociology 
(Philadelphia: F.A. Davis Co., 1970), p. 496.
^U.S. Department of Agriculture, Changes in Farm Production and 
Efficiency: A Summary Report. Statistical Bulletin No. 233, (Washing­
ton, D.C.: Government Printing Office, June, 1968), pp. 9-10.
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for the promise of technology. On the other hand, people in many rural 
areas are stranded in uneconomic ways of life. There is low income and 
wasted natural and human resources, which represents the threat of 
technology.
Whether threatening or promising, a changing, advancing technology 
has had considerable impact upon the individual, the community and 
society - rural and urban a l i k e T h e  effect of agricultural technology 
on population and differentiation in rural communities is shown 
in Figure 1. Based on a small community of less than 2500 population, 
dependent upon agriculture and situated at least thirty miles from an 
urban center, the diagram depicts a generalized version of the 
cumulative effects of technology on agriculture. Essentially, the 
preceding is contained in the works of Ogburn and Nimkoff , who state 
that problems in society stem from material-cultural and non-mater ia.l- 
cultural disparities. In other words, many cf the problems facing 
agriculture are directly attributable to the inability of mankind 
to cope with technology, or material culture. The changes wrought 
by technology in agriculture are several. For example, technology 
has meant lar-ger and fewer farms and farm supply firms. It has also 
meant there are fewer persons engaged in farming. Hence, a. reduced 
tax base and increased per capita costs. Also, the reduced numbers of 
people have meant a. decline in the number of voluntary and other
5 James H. Copp, ed., Our Changing Rural Society: Perspectives
and Trends, (Ames, Iowa: Iowa State University Press, 1964), pp. 199-229.
6Don Martindale, The Nature and Types of Sociological Theory, 
(Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1960), pp. 324-330.
Figure 1.--Effect of Agricultural Technology on Population and Differentiation in Rural Communities
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Source.--Jerry J. Stockdale, "Social Implications of Technological Change in Agriculture", a paper 
presented at the 1969 meeting of the Rural Sociological Society.
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organizations. Thus, the implications of technology for agriculture 
have far-reaching ramifications. As was previously suggested, they 
hold both threat and promise for rural people. However, this is not to 
imply that technology in itself is responsible. The inter-change of 
values, ideas, norms and behavior between rural and urban society has 
also contributed.
When it was realized that much of rural Canada was not keeping 
pace with the increasing industrialization and standard of living ofi
the rest of the nation, a renewed interest in the problems of rural
areas in Canada, developed. An ‘attempt to identify and rectify the
problem by government was taken by the Senate of' Canada, in 1957 when
it established a special Senate Committee on Land Use. Over a three-
year period the Committee gathered a great deal of information on rural
problems. One of the recommendations which came out of its deliberations
was that effective assistance to rural areas should be provided by a
joint Federal-Provincial program with broad and indefinite principles
designed to be capable of permitting a. wide range of activity. By
June, 1961, the Parliament of Canada assented to an act
. . . to provide for the Rehabilitation of Agricultural Lands 
and the Development of Rural Areas in Canada.^
Entitled the Agricultural Rehabilitation and Development Act 
(subsequently changed to Agriculture and Rural Development Act), its 
legislation was designed to assist rural people to adjust to the 
social, economic and technological changes which had affected their 
lives. Under terms of the act, the alternatives to aid in the adjustment
7Canada. Department of Forestry. An Explanation of the Federal- 
Provincial Rural Development Agreement (Ottawa.: Queens Printer, 1966).
included: (a) research; (b) land use and farm adjustment;
(c) rehabilitation; (d) rural development staff and training services; 
(e) special rural development areas; (f) public information services;
oand (g) soil and water conservation.
In general, the program effected greater awareness among 
governments and the public toward the problems of rural poverty.
Improved human and natural resource policies point this out. However, 
the roots of poverty reach down into the depths of our social system 
and they will not be easily eliminated.
Changing technology in agriculture has had a significant 
consequence in every aspect of the social and economic life of rural 
people. The change has produced a new type of farmer, new family 
structure, new community relations, new organizations and new social 
relationships between the farmer and other groups of society. However, 
not all farmers have succeeded as yet in adapting themselves to new 
situations created by technological change, for there is a widening 
gap between farmers who are able to adjust to change and those who, 
for one reason or another, are unable to do so.
Statement of Problem
The 1968 Annual Report of the Economic Council of Canada 
suggested that the poverty line be drawn for a single person at $1500 
annual income, for a couple at $2500, and up to $4000 for families of 5 
or more. Applying that measure, 4.7 million, or 29 per cent of Canada's
Q°Canada Department of Forestry. Agricultural Rehabilitation and 
Development Act: Federal-Provincial Rural Development Agreement (Ottawa
Queen's Printer, 1965).
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population lived below the "poverty line". Five hundred thousand 
rural families, or more than half of all Canadian farm families lived 
below the same standard.^ The preceding are striking examples of the 
current paradox--poverty and plenty in co-existence during an era of 
unprecedented national growth and expansion. Figure 2 graphically 
portrays the percentage of rural families in Canada and her provinces 
classified as "poor".
Alberta, one of the most prosperous of the Canadian Provinces, is 
richly endowed with fertile farmland, extensive forests, oil reserves 
and scenic beauties. But, it is apparent that there are areas of the 
province, or segments of the population, which do not share in the 
general prosperity. Agriculture and Rural Development Act studies show 
that on a variety of different indexes the northern part of the province 
is far less affluent than the southern part. This is, in part, because 
the most generally impoverished group in the province, the people of 
Indian ancestry, live in the north in disproportionately large numbers. 
Another reason is that the north has been more recently settled than the 
south. Recency of settlement contributes to depressed conditions in 
two ways: First, there is a certain proportion of farmers who are in
the midst of the struggle to become economically established on recently 
staked homesteads. Second, a number of the somewhat older farms are 
in submarginal areas unsuited to the small mixed farming enterprise 
which is being carried on. Generally, people living on these farms who 
cannot or will not leave, experience a standard of living well below the
^Economic Council of Canada. Fifth Annual Review, Challenge of 
Growth and Change (Ottawa: Queen's Printer, 1968).
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Figure 2.--Percentage of Rural Families in Canada Classified 
as Poor*, by Province, 1968.
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Source: Based on Economic Council of Canada--Special Study No. 7.
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pr ov inc ia. 1 aver a ge .
The situation in many rural areas is well described by a
government official:
Technological advances, economic change, mechanization and 
urbanization, and the enterprising productivity of our best 
farmers, make for a success story. They also have contributed 
to the problem.
There is low income in many rural areas; there is mis-use of 
resources--both natural and human resources; much land and 
water is inefficiently used; there is, in some areas, a 
breakdown of social structure and high public costs, with a 
depressing effect on income. Large numbers of people in our rural 
areas lack land, credit, skills or other resources they 
need to be productive under modern conditions. There is 
much underemployment of people.
In recent years there has been a growing awareness of, and
concern for, the plight of the large proportion of farmers in the
country who have been variously characterized as "low income",
"underemployed", or "economically depressed". In contrast to the rest
of the population who have enjoyed relative prosperity, these
individuals are prone to remain chronically "poor". Most of the
general agricultural programs aimed at reform have not been
particularly oriented to their particular problems. Likewise,
related agricultural research has dealt limitedly with their specific
problems. A combination of these factors points to the need for
greater recognition and understanding of the social, economic and
psychological factors operative in their lives. Their plight has
been appropriately characterized by Abramson:
As the ideal norm of rural life, preserved by the rural farmer, 
becomes more removed from the. actual norm, the social gap
■^A.T. Davidson, ARDA: Problems, Possibilities and Progress
(Ottawa: Queen's Printer, 1963), p. 3.
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be tween the low income farmer and the rest of the community 
becomes more noticeable. Also, the low income farmers' 
interaction with the innovating members of the community 
decreases, limiting his experience to new ideas and improved 
farm practices, and freezing him in his disadvantaged 
position.
The resultant cross-pressures arising pose difficulties for 
the low income farmer. His attempts to apply changing norms 
and recommended practice to his farm situation are unlikely 
to meet success in the absence of adequate resources. The 
resulting frustration tends to alienate the farmer from his 
farm and his way of life . . . The seriousness of the
conflicts that are produced in this way and their unresolvable 
nature may lead eventually to some form of breakdown for 
the farmer.^
The problem, then, is that in Alberta a large proportion of 
rural people live under the so-called "poverty line". They lack the 
necessary resources required to enable themselves to experience a 
decent standard of living with minimum levels of food, shelter, 
health care, schooling and other necessities. Lacking these 
resources, they become burdensome to society. Further, their situation 
is likely to carry with it a sense of frustration, despair and 
hopelessness--described as anomia in this study. Rural poverty 
and anomia are assumed to be related. However, the focus of 
this research is not upon the poverty aspects but the study of anomia 
and its relationship to selected socio-economic characteristics of 
farm operators in specified areas of nothern Alberta.
Canada Department of Forestry and Rural Development. Rural 
to Urban Adjustment by Jane A. Abramson. ARDA Research Report No. RE-4. 
(Ottawa: Queen's Printer, 1968), p. 132.
CHAPTER II
REVIEW OF LITERATURE
As early as recorded history, man has dealt with the relationship
of individuals and the nature of society. Surely one of the outstanding
characteristics of contemporary thought on man and society is the
preoccupation with alienation and the associated concepts of anomie and
anomia. Nisbet states:
At the present time, in all social sciences, the various 
synonyms of alienation have a foremost place in studies of 
human relations. Investigations . . . all testify to the 
central place occupied by the hypothesis of alienation in 
contemporary social science.^
Although a wide range of general research on alienation and its 
various synonyms has been reported by social scientists, comparatively 
little research is found on anomia, particularly in rural areas. The 
most extensive research of this nature is reported by the Southern 
Regional S-44 Committee, whose members represent state experimental 
stations in Alabama, Florida, Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi,
North Carolina, Tennessee and Texas.13 An interest in this study was 
instrumental in the development of this research.
The review of literature will consist of two general areas:
1) the historical development of general anomie theory,
and
2) an investigation of the concept of anomia as represented
■^R.A. Nisbet, Community and Power (London: Oxford University
Press, 1968), p. 16.
*
^Charles I. Cleland, "Regional Project Organization and Data 
Comparability". Rural Sociology, XXIX, (June, 1964), pp. 194-199.
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by Srole and an identification of selected variables found to be 
related to the concept, primarily in rural settings.
The purpose is not to review the rather confused history of 
the concepts of alienation, anomie and anomia as found in the literature, 
but to develop theoretical and empirical frameworks in relation to the 
above. No specific effort is made to differentiate between these 
concepts, primarily because most of the authors use the terms quite 
interchangeably.
General Anomie Theory
14 15Emile Durkheim and Robert K. MertonXJ are synonymous with the
development of general anomie theory. Essentially, Durkheim saw anomie
as a situation of normlessness where social restraints were unable to
deal effectively with the ambitions of man. He saw society as having
many sets of norms, with none of them clearly binding upon everyone
in society. Merton felt anomie to be largely a result of disharmony
between cultural goals and institutional means for reaching them. He
extended his frame of reference to many forms of deviant behavior in
his typology of individual adaption, ranging from conformity to
rebellion (revolutionaries), whereas, Durkheim primarily restricted
his theory to suicide. Merton also inferred that the higher the degree
of anomie in society, the more likely we are to find anomic individuals
•^Emile Durkheim The Division of Labor in Society, trans.
George Simpson (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 1947); Suicide, trans.
John Spaulding and George Simpson (New York: Free Press of Glencoe,
1951).
^Robert k . Merton, Social Theory and Social. Structure (New York: 
Free Press of Glencoe, 1957).
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will engage in deviant behavior.
K a r l  M a r x ^ - 6  a n { j Georg Simmel^ should also be mentioned in
connection with general anomie theory. Marx's work was one of the
principle channels by which the word alienation reached twentieth-
century writing, even though the term has been extended considerably
by present day social scientists. Marx wrote:
The product of labor is labor which has been embodied in a 
thing, and turned into a physical thing; this product is 
an objectification of labor. The performance of work is at 
the same time its objectification. This performance appears, 
in the sphere of political economy, as a vitiation of the 
worker, objectification as a loss and as servitude to the1 oobject, and appropriation as alienation. °
Marx felt that the object produced by labor, its product, stands 
opposed to it as an alien being, as a power independent of the 
producer. Hence, the essence of alienation lay in the separation of 
man from the fruits of his labor.
Simmel was an early sociologist whose work on the character of 
the metropolis led him into deep concern with the social effects of 
alienation. In metropolitan life he saw the progressive fragmenting 
of the individual self into routinized roles. This led to a blunting 
of the recognition of others and then of one's own self, leading to 
withdrawa1.
As indicated in the introduction to this chapter, one of the
■1-6Karl Marx, Selected Writings in Sociology and Social Philosophy. 
T.B. Bottomore, trans.; T.B. Bottomore and Maximilian Rubel, eds. (New 
York: McGraw-Hill, 1956).
Georg Simmel, The Sociology of Georg Simmel (New York: The
Free Press of Glencoe, 1964).
-1-̂ Marx, Selected Writings in Sociology and Social Philosophy, p. 171.
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major problems encountered in the review of literature was the 
inability of many of the authors to clearly differentiate their research 
terminology. This was not so much the case with theoretical contributions, 
such as the authors previously cited, but with empirical studies. As an 
illustration, Meier and Bell^ refer to Srole's scale as an anomia
,s
20scale. Whereas, McDill refers to the same scale as an anomie scale!
This is indicative of the problems encountered in accumulating research
materials. However, several authors have extensively examined the
concepts of alienation and its associated concepts with the objective
of clarification. In research previously cited, Meier and Bell state
there is no clear cut agreement about the socio-psychological concept
of either anomia or anomie, although there are encouraging convergences
and partial agreement. Clinard2! states that anomie and alienation are
undoubtedly correlated, but the two concepts should not be confused.
Merton emphasized the need for clear conceptual differentiation between
the anomic state of social systems and the anomic state of individuals,
22 2namely anomie and anomia. Nisbet suggests that there are two 
distinguishable perspectives of alienation to be found in nineteenth
^Dorothy j_it Meier and Wendell Bell, "Anomia and Differential Access
to the Achievement of Life's Goals". Amer. Soc. Rev., XXIV, (April,
1959), p. 191.
20uEdwa.rd R. McDill, "Anomie, Authoritarianism, Prejudice and 
Socio-Economic Status". Soc. Forces, XXXIX, (March, 1.961), p. 245.
2lMarsha.ll B. Clinard, Anomie and Deviant Behavior : A Discussion
and Critique (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 1964), pp. 37, 38. '
22Ibid., pp. 227-229.
2 ̂ Robert A. Nisbet, The Sociological Tradition (New York: Basic
Books, Inc., 1966), p. 349.
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century sociological thought. The first rests on an alienated view 
of the individual and the second on an alienated view of society.
r\ i
Although they make no attempt at conceptual clarification, both Kon ^
O Cand Taviss emphasize the increasing prevalence of the theme of aliena­
tion in literature and the need for clarification.
Anomia.
The various synonyms of alienation have been used by social 
scientists to describe an extraordinary variety of psycho-social 
disorder s. ̂  Dean^ considers the concept of alienation to haye three 
components: powerlessness, normlessness and social isolation. Five
o Qalternative meanings of alienation are suggested by Seeman : power­
lessness, meaninglessness, normlessness, isolation and self estrangement. 
However, the foremost proponent of the subjective aspects of anomia is 
Srole, who describes anomia as the socio-psychological consequence of 
normlessness based on the individual's sense of identification with or
2 qalienation from the total social context within which he operates.
24"Igor Kon, "The Concept of Alienation in Modern Sociology".
Social Research, XXXIV, (Fall, 1967), pp. 507-528.
^Irene Taviss, "Changes in the Form of Alienation: The 1900's Vs.
The 1950's". Amer. Soc. Rev., XXXIV, (February, 1969), pp. 46-57.
DEric Josephson and Mary Josephson, eds., Man Alone: Alienation
in Modern Society (New York: Dell Publishing Co., 1962).
^Dwight G. Dean, "Alienation: Its Meaning and Measurement",
Amer. Soc. Rev., XXVI, (October, 1961); pp. 753-758.
28]qeivin Seeman, "On The Meaning of Alienation", Amer. Soc. Rev.,
XXIV, (December, 1959), pp. 783-791.
^Srole, "Social Integration and Certain Corollaries", pp. 709-716.
> -16-
To test this hypothesis, he designed a measure of interpersonal 
alienation, or anomia, which consisted of the following measurement 
elements: 1) Abdication of future life goals; retrogression from
attained goals. 2) Deflation or loss of internalized social 
norms and values. 3) Perception of the social order as essentially 
fickle and unpredictable. 4) Immediate personal relationships no 
longer predictive or supportive: 5) Individual's sense that community
leaders are detached from and indifferent to his needs, and 6) Individual's 
positive belief in male head's authority over the family.
Theoretical and empirical studies utilizing Srole's Scale or
modifications of it appear relatively frequently in the research
literature. Much of the major research completed between the time of
Srole (1956) and the mid-sixties, particularly pertaining to anomia
30studies, has been compiled by Cole and Zukerman. Research, in 
particular, by such authors as B e l l ^ ,  M i z r u c h i ^  and Rhodes'^, over 
this period is particularly relevant to this study. In general, their 
findings indicate that there is ah inverse relationship between 
socio-economic status, social participation, age and anomia. However, 
most of this research is urban“oriented.
■^Stephen Cole and Harriet Zukerman, "Inventory of Empirical and 
Theoretical Studies of Anomie", in Anomie and Deviant Behavior, ed. by 
Marshall B. Clinard (New York: Free Press of Glencoe, 1964), pp. 246-283.
31J Wendell Bell, "Anomie, Social Isolation and the Class Structure", 
Sociometry, XX, (June, 1957), pp. 105-116.
-^Ephra.im h . Mizruchi, "Social Structure and Anomia in a Small 
American City", Amer. Soc. Rev., XXV, (October, 1960), pp. 645-654.
33A.L. Rhodes, "Anomia, Aspiration and Status", Social Forces, XLII, 
(June, 1964), pp. 433-440.
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Over this same general period of time, major documentation of anomia
at the rural level on a widespread scale took place under the auspices of
the S-44 Committee in the southeastern part of the United States. Major
results of this project have been abridged and compiled into two volumes by
Boyd and Morgan-^. Findings by social scientists in the S-44 Project, such 
35 3Aas Alleger and Langham-30, substantiate the findings of research results 
in the preceding paragraph. Their data reported that socio-economic status, 
social participation and age were inversely related to anomia. In addition, 
they reported that anomia and income were inversely related.
Although not on the same scale as the S-44 data, other researchers 
report the same kinds of conclusions. An added dimension, the inverse 
relationship between anomia and education, is reported by MacDonald and 
Clare^?, Dickerson^ and Ma.rsh^.
34yirlyn A. Boyd and Carolyn A. Morgan, Synthesis of Findings from 
Southern Regional Co-operative Research Project S-44, prepared for the 
O.E.O., Washington, D.C., AE 290, Dept, of Agric. Econ. and Rural Soc., 
South Carolina Agric. Experimental Station, Clemson, (March, 1966); 
Annotated Bibliography of Publications and Reports Resulting from Southern 
Regional Co-operative Research Project S-44.
-^Daniel E. Alleger, "A Southern Rural Paradox: Social Change and
Despair", Sunshine State Agricultural Research Report, Florida Agricultural 
Experiment Station, Gainsville, January, 1966.
JODaniel E. Alleger and Max R. Langham, "Anomie in Low-Income Areas 
of the South", mimeographed report, Department of Agricultural Economics,
U. of Florida, Gainsville, 1965.
37A.A. MacDonald and W.B. Clare, "The Relationship Between Fisheries 
Technology and Community Social Structure", St. Francis Xavier Univ. 
Extension Dept., 1967.
38ca.ry Dickerson, "Alienation Among Rural Adults of Low Educational 
Attainment", Adult Education Journal, XXI, (Fall, 1970), pp. 3-13.
39C. Paul Marsh et al, "Anomia and Communication Behavior: The
Relationship Between Anomia and Utilization of Three Public Bureaucracies", 
Rural Sociology, XXII, (December, 1967), pp. 435-445.
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A further review of the literature failed to provide additional 
significant research relevant to the remaining independent variables 
in the study not discussed thus far, namely: farm size, ethnic origin,
number of years lived on the farm, technological level and religion and 
their relationship to anomia.
The concept of anomia has come into common sociological use,
despite its ambiguity, One of the major problems incurred through its
use is mentioned by Merton;
. . . the full import of this proposal seems not to have 
been worked out by the sociologists. For the most part, 
attention has been centered on Srole's five-item scale of 
anomia . . . Although Srole went to some pains to 
emphasize that the scale was distinctly exploratory and 
preliminary, no more exacting message of anomia has been 
developed and systematically employed.^0
Thus, since its inception some fifteen years ago, Srole's 
Scale appears to have attained acceptability by social scientists 
as a valid measurement of anomia. In their evaluation of Srole's Anomia. 
Scale, Miller and Butler‘S, join most of the previously cited authors 
in supporting the use of Srole's Scale. They, together with the others, 
also agree that further research relating to the concept is necessary, 
particularly with respect to associated background variables.
This research represents an attempt to further investigate 
anomia and its relationship to certain background variables.
^Robert Merton, "Anomie, Anomia, and Social Inter-a.ction: 
Contexts of Human Behavior," in Anomia and Deviant Behavior, ed. by 
Marshall B. Clinard, p. 226.
^C.R. Miller and E.W. Butler, "Anomia. and Eunomia.: A
Methodological Evaluation of Srole's Anomia Scale," American Soc. Rev., 
XXXI, (June, 1966), pp. 400-406.
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Purpose of the Study
The purpose of this study was to determine the anomia. levels 
among farm operators in designated rural development areas of Northern
Alberta and to identify the relationship of selected social and economic
characteristics of farm operators to anomia.
The hypothesis, generally stated, is that farm operators in 
rural development areas demonstrate a high level of anomia and that 
this level of anomia, in turn, is related to certain socio-economic 
characteristics. Anomia represents the dependent variable while 
selected socio-economic characteristics represent the independent 
variables. Specifically stated:
a) The anomia level of farm operators
( 1) Varies with ethnic origin.
( 2) Varies with religious background.
( 3) Decreases with increasing socio-economic status.
( 4) Decreases with increasing level of education.
( 5) Decreases with increasing gross income.
( 6) Decreases with increasing level of technology.
( 7) Decreases with increasing farm size.
( 8) Decreases with increasing social participation.
( 9) Decreases with- increasing age.
(10) Decreases with increasing years lived in the area.
A review of the research literature indicates that substantial
research results are available on one-half of the above stated hypotheses; 
namely, socio-economic status, education, gross income, social participation 
and age. Part of this research represents a re-testing of the relationships
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of these characteristics to anomia. The remaining hypotheses: ethnic 
origin, religion, level of technology, farm size and years lived in the 
area represent variables the author anticipates are associated with the 
concept of anomia but evidence to this end is lacking,
b) Anomia:
(11) Is more prevalent in a more northerly, remote area.
compared with a. more southerly situated area closer 
to a. major urban center.
Normally, northern areas are more subjected to the rigors of a 
harsh climate than their more southerly counterparts. It is anticipated 
that the cumulative effect of making a living under these conditions, 
over time, results in an anomic state.
CHAPTER III 
RESEARCH DESIGN
Method and Procedures
Today, in the social sciences, the various synonyms of alienation 
have a foremost place in the sthdies of human relations. Numerous 
investigations of the ’'disenfranchised,” the "normless," the "unattached," 
and the "isolated" attest to the central place occupied by this concept 
in contemporary social science.
A major challenge faced in developing this research design 
was the definition of concepts.As revealed in the review of literature, 
there is considerable confusion regarding the terminology of the concepts 
of anomie and anomia. The meaning of these concepts, like so many other 
sociological concepts, has undergone numerous changes at the hands of 
different authors. Therefore, for clarification purposes, anomie is 
defined as a condition characterized by the relative absence of confusion 
of values in a society or group. Anomia is a social psychological 
condition characterized by a breakdown in values and a feeling of 
isolation in the individual.^
/ QDependent Variable. Leo Srole is the foremost proponent 
of the concept of a.nomia--the dependent variable used in this study.
^George A. Theodorson and Achilles G. Theodorson, Modern 
Dictionary of Sociology (New York: Thomas Y. Crowell Co., 1959),
p. 12.
/ QLeo Srole, "Social Integration and Certain Corollaries: An
Exploratory Study, "Amer. Soc. Rev., XXI (December, 1596), pp. 709-716.
V
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In constructing his index of andmia (Srole Scale of Anomia), 
he stated that the individual either identifies with or is alien to the 
social context within which he operates. His scale comprised five 
items, worded in such a way as to secure "agree", "disagree" and 
"no opinion" answers. In this study, the original scale was modified 
to include a. sixth item.^^ Values of two, three and four were assigned 
to responses; four being assigned to the agree or anomic position; 
three to the neutral or no-opinion position and two to the disagree or 
adjustment position. Thus, an individual attitude of anomia. was 
assessed by a score of 19-24, one of neutrality by a. score of 18 and 
one of adjustment by a score of* 12-17. Appendix A gives the anomia. 
scale statements and contents of the statements.
Independent Variables. Several independent variables were used 
in this study. They were categorized as follows;
Ethnic Origin--nine categories (see Questionnaire, Appendix A).
Religion--nine categories (see Questionnaire, Appendix A).
Number of years lived in the area.--length of residence of 
farm operators living in the sample area.
Gross income--farm operator and family income from all sources 
of revenue.
Technological level--ba.sed on Galbraith's definition of 
technology, ". . . the systematic application of scientific or other
/ Rorganized knowledge to practical tasks", an instrument was constructed
^Daniel E. Alleger, "The Anomia of Rural People". Agricultural 
Science Rev., IV (March, 1966), p. 3.
^5John Kenneth Galbraith, The New Industrial State (New York:
The New American Library, 1967)-;— p-— 2-4̂.
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to measure the level of technology among farm operators. The instrument 
contained seven statements pertaining to modern and acceptable farming 
techniques or practices. A value of two was assigned to the adoption 
of each practice, one to a situation not applicable and zero to the 
rejection of each practice. Maximum attainable score was fourteen 
(see Appendix A, page 76).
Farm size--in acres, owned and operated.
Socio-economic level--Sewell1s short form Farm Socio-Economic % 
Status Scale‘S  was used to measure this variable. Scale items, mostly 
related to home and living conditions, measured material and cultural 
possessions and social participation. A maximum score of ninety-seven 
was possible. (see Appendix A, page 75).
Social Participation--this variable was measured by Chapin's 
Social Participation Scale‘S .  This scale measured participation in all 
kinds of voluntary organizations; social, civic and professional. The 
five components of the scale were; 1) member, 2) attendance, 3) financial 
contributions, 4) member of committees, and 5) offices held. Scores were 
computed by counting each membership as one, attendance as two, 
financial contributions as three, etc. for each organization. Depending 
upon the number of organizations one belonged to and the activity of 
that person in the organization iscores could range from zero (no 
organization membership) and up. (see Appendix A, page 74).
“̂ William h. Sewell. "A Short Form of the Farm Family Socio- 
Economic Status Scale". Rural Sociology, VIII (June, 1943), pp. 161-170.
^F .  Stewart Chapin, Experimental Designs in Sociological 
Research, (New York: Harper Rowe, 1955), pp. 275-278.
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Age--chronological age.
Level of Educa.tion--twelve categories. (see Questionnaire, 
Appendix A).
Operational Definitions
Ethnic Origin--one of nine categories.
Religion--one of nine categories.
Number of Years Lived in.the Area--the total number of years 
that the farm operator has lived in the sample area.
Gross Income--total income, in dollars, of farm operator 
and family from all sources of income.
Technological Level--score on Technology Scale.
Farm Size--the total number of acres operated, improved and 
unimproved, by the farm operator.
Socio-Economic Level--score on Sewell Short Form Family Socio- 
Economic Status Scale.
Social Participation--score on Chapin's Social Participation
Scale.
Age--chronological age at last birthday.
Level of Education--one of twelve categories, 
note: a complete description of the preceding categories and scales
are to be found in Appendix A.
Description of Population
Based on average per capita farm and non-farm income levels, 
both Census Divisions Twelve and Fifteen were below the minimum acceptable 
standards designated by ARDA administration in the province of Alberta. 
Therefore, they were selected as the target population in this study.
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Bo th of the census divisions are in the northern part of the 
province. Census Division Twelve is located in the northeastern 
portion of the province and covers an area of approximately 50,000 
square miles. Its northern boundary is the Alberta-Northwest 
Territory border and its southern boundary is partially formed 
by the North Saskatchewan River. Only the southern part of the 
area is suitable for agricultural purposes. The majority of the 
terrain is rocky and forested. Numerous lakes dot the landscape.
North to south and east to west, its boundaries extend 450 miles by 
185 miles, respectively. St. Paul County, the sample area selected for 
study in Census Division Twelve, has an area of 862,872 acres and a 
population of 50,635 (1966).
Census Division Fifteen is essentially northwestern Alberta..
It shares its western boundary with British Columbia and its northern 
boundary with Northwest Territories. It covers an area, of approximately 
94,000 square miles and had a. population in 1966 of 88,344. The sample 
area selected, the Tangent Area., has an area of approximately 130,000 
acres with an estimated population of 800 (1966). Figure 3 shows the 
location of Census Divisions Twelve and Fifteen with respect to the 
Province of Alberta while Figures 4 and 5 show the locations of 
St. Paul County and the Tangent Area, respectively.
The Tangent Area, is situated about 300 miles NNW of Edmonton, 
while St. Paul County is located approximately 120 miles ENE of the city.
Sample Selection and Data. Collection
Farm operators living in the two selected sample areas were the 
target population in this study. In addition to living in the area.,
-26-
Figure 3.--Map of Province of Alberta Showing Census Divisions 
Twelve and Fifteen.
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Figure 4.— Map Showing Location of St. Paul County.
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they had to meet the following criteria;
(a) own and operate farm land in the sample area, and/or
(b) rent and operate farm land in the sample area.
Names of farm operators were obtained from municipal tax rolls. 
These names were checked against those appearing on Brucellosis Vaccina­
tion lists to assure relatively-up-to-date information regarding the < 
sample eligibility of farm operators. Stratified random samples of 
both populations resulted in the selection of 132 farm operators 
in St. Paul County and 106 in Tangent Area being selected for interview. 
Interviews were conducted in the spring (Tangent Area) and fall (St. Paul 
County) of 1966. However, due to sample losses for such reasons as 
out-dated tax rolls and brucellosis lists, retirement, selling out 
or passing away of the farm operator and failing to meeting the criteria 
outlined in the previous paragraph, interview data were collected from 
seventy-one respondents in the Tangent Area and eighty-one in St. Paul 
County.
The instrument used in the study was an extensive questionnaire 
designed to obtain information pertaining to the farm operator, his 
family, his business and his community. Incorporated into the question­
naire were the several indexes previously described e.g. Srole's Anomia. 
Scale, Sewell's Socio-Economic Status Scale, Chapin's Social Participation 
Scale and others, (see Appendix A for questionnaire format) The 
instrument was pretested on farm operators in the Edmonton area.. As a 
result, the original questionnaire was shortened considerably prior 
to actual interviewing.
Following the processing of raw data into the necessary 
scales and categories, the findings on each respondent were transferred
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to computer data, processing cards. The data were written into a
Statistical Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS) program at The
University of Calgary Computer Center for the production of frequency
distribution and percentage tables and calculations for Chi square.
The Chi Square Test was used as a measure of association.
Traditionally, a level of significance (P) of .05 or better is considered
quite acceptable in research circles. However, there is sufficient
cause to question this rationale, for there is considerable disagreement
among social scientists concerning the statistical and substantive
48considerations of research statistics. Since the nature of this 
research lends more to the substantive considerations, the level of 
significance is not rigorously defined.
^David Gold, "Statistical Tests and Substantive Significance," 
The American Sociologist, XIX (February, 1969), pp. 42-46.
CHAPTER IV
ANALYSIS OF DATA
The tables presented in this chapter contain the numerical and 
percentage distributions of farm operators by anomia level and 
selected independent variables. Because of small numerical representations 
in some categories of each sample, data from the Tangent Area, and St. Paul 
County are combined. However, information at the individual sample 
level is retained in the Appendix. As an illustration, TABLE 1 
(text) is a composite of Tables 1A and IB (Appendix B)<
Findings relating to the hypotheses to be tested are presented
in the order which the hyopthesis was stated in Chapter II.
I HYPOTHESIS : ANOMIA WILL VARY WITH. ETHNIC ORIGIN,
Combined sample data in TABLE I show that the proportion of 
farm operators of French origin was almost equal to the total of
all other ethnic origins combined. Excluding those of French origin,
the ethnic distribution of the remaining respondents was evenly 
distributed among the remaining eight categories. Therefore, it 
was necessary to categorize data according to French and Non-French 
classifications.
When anomia levels are compared with the preceding ethnic 
groupings, a. pattern inconsistent with the hypothesis is indicated, 
for percentage distributions at all levels are almost identical.
For example, those of French origin recorded 28.6% as anomic,
25.7% a.s neutral and 45.7% as non-anomic, or ad justed j while those of
-31-
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of Non-French origin recorded corresponding percentages of 35.4, 32.2 
and 41.4, respectively.
TABLE 1.--Relationship of ethnic origin to anomia level for farm opera­
tors, St. Paul County and Tangent Area combined.
Anomia Level
Ethnic Origin
French Non-French
No % No . %
Anomia 20 (28.6) 29 (35.4)
Neutral 18 (25.7) 19 (23.2)
Non Anomia 32 (45.7) 34 (41.4)
Totals 70 (100.0) 82 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = .80 (P £..70)
When the Chi Square Test was applied, the relationship between
anomia and ethnic origin was found to be insignificant. Therefore, the 
hypothesis is rejected,. However, this may not represent a complete 
test of the hypothesis because the sample did not yield sufficient 
categories nor numbers to permit testing at a level other than the 
expressed French/Non-French level.
II HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA WILL VARY WITH RELIGIOUS BACKGROUND.
The proportion of Roman Catholics exceeded the total for 
all other religions combined among farm operators in the sample.
A major reason for this situation is the weight of the heavily Roman 
Catholic population of the Tangent Area upon the total sample. (see 
Tables 2A and 2B, Appendix B, for respective sample breakdowns 
according to religion). Aside from the dominant Roman Catholic
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influence, distribution of the remaining respondents was rather evenly 
distributed among the remaining eight religious categories. Therefore, 
a situation similar to that encountered in testing the previous hypothesis 
was encountered in that restricted numbers resulted in a two-fold classi- 
fication--Roman Catholic and non-Roman Catholic.
TABLE 2 compares anomia level with religious background.
However, a pattern inconsistent with the hypothesis was observed. The 
data indicate that there is little difference between the two categories. 
Among Roman Catholics, 32.6% indicated an anomic state, 23.9% a neutral 
position and 43.5% adjusted as compared to 31.7%, 25.0% and 43.3%, 
respectively, for non-Roman Catholics.
TABLE 2.--Relationship of religious background to anomia level for farm 
operators, St. Paul County and Tangent Area combined.
Anomia
Religion
Roman Catholic Non Roman Catholic
No % No %
High 30 (32.6) 19 (31.7)
Middle 22 (23.9) 15 (25.0)
Low 40 (43.5) 26 (43.3)
Totals 92 (100.0) 60 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = .03 (P <.99)
The application of the Chi Square Test failed to detect any 
significant relationship between anomia and religious background. 
Therefore, the hypothesis is rejected. Again, since the sample did 
not yield sufficient categorical data in order to test the original 
hypothesis, this may not represent a true test of the hypothesis.
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Anomia levels and scores obtained from Sewell's Farm Socio- 
Economic Status Scale are compared in TABLE 3. The obtained scores 
ranged to a maximum of ninety-seven. Data were categorized into 
three levels; over 80 representing a high score, between 70 and 80 a 
medium score and under 70 a low score. Exactly fifty per cent of the 
farm operators recorded scores in the under 70, of low category. Of 
the remaining fifty percent, only one in five recorded a high socio­
economic score. In general, the population was representative of rather 
low socio-economic scores.
TABLE 3.--Relationship of Sewell's Farm Socio-Economic Status Scale 
scores to anomia level for farm operators, St. Paul 
County and Tangent Area combined
Socio-Economic Status Score
Anomia Level Below 70 70 - 80 Over 80
No % No % No %
High 25 (32.9). 22 (36.7) 2 (12.5)
Middle 21 (27.6) 10 (16.7) 6 (37.5)
Low 30 (39.5) 28 (46.6) 8 (50.0)
Totals 76 (100.0) 60 (100.0) 16 (100.0)
D/F = 4  X2 = 5.09 ( P <4 .20)
When socio-economic scores and anomia levels are compared, a 
relationship somewhat more consistent with the hypothesis is noted. 
With increasing socio-economic scores at each level of anomia, there 
is a corresponding decrease in numbers representative of that level. 
For example, among those designated as anomic, twenty-five were in the 
low score category, twenty-two in the middle range and only two in the 
high bracket. Similar trends are evident in the other anomia levels
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as well.
The preceding indicates a relationship consistent with the 
stated hypothesis. Although the Chi Square Test did not indicate a 
strong relationship between the two variables, there was definitely a 
trend in that direction. On the basis of this trend and the nature 
of the research, the hypothesis^ is tentatively accepted.
IV HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASED LEVEL OF EDUCATION.
TABLE 4 shows the level of education and anomia level for farm 
operators in the combined sample. Of the 152 respondents interviewed, 
none had schooling beyond the Grade 10 level and only eleven had 
schooling beyond the Grade 7 level.
TABLE 4.--Relationship of level of education to anomia. level for farm 
operators, St. Paul County and Tangent Area, combined.
Anomia Level
Level of Education
Grades I - VII Grades VIII - X
No % No %
High 48 (34.0) 1 (9.1)
Middle 33 (23.4) 4 (36.4)
Low 60 (42.6) 6 (54.5)
Totals 141 (100.0) 11 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = 3.01 (P <.20)
On the basis of results obtained in TABLE 4, there would seem 
to be some evidence for support of the stated hypothesis. However, the 
practical requirements of minimum cell frequencies in contingency tables 
necessitated a severe limitation bn the levels of education that could
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be individually compared. This resulted in the structuring of two 
educational levels--the one including grades 1 through 7 (no schooling 
also included) and the other including grades 8 through 10. As 
indicated previously, a vast majority fell into the former category. 
However, despite the unequal numerical distribution in the two groups, 
this categorization remains most meaningful for research purposes.
Although findings are consistent with the hypothesis when 
educational level and anomia. level are compared, the conclusions 
must be tempered somewhat. To illustrate among the anomic group at 
the lower educational level were forty-eight farm operators compared 
with only one at the higher educational level. Similar, though not as 
pronounced trends occur at the other anomia levels.
Application of the Chi Square Test did not reveal a strong 
relationship between the variables. Nevertheless, the relationship 
was strong enough to indicate tendencies in that direction. Therefore, 
the hypothesis that anomia decreases with increased level of education 
is accepted with the qualification that, despite the relationship, this 
may not represent a true test of the hypothesis for reasons previously 
stated.
V HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASING GROSS INCOME.
The relationship of anomia level to gross income, or the income 
to the farm operator from all sources of revenue, farm and non-farm 
alike, is found in TABLE 5.. Income data were organized into three 
categories, generally corresponding to popular income breakdowns in 
general use. They included an under $2000 level (low), a $2000 to
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$5000 range (medium) and an over $5000 range (high). Surprisingly, over 
fifty per cent of the farm operators realized a gross income in excess 
of $5000. This finding is interesting in light of criteria used to 
determine both Census Divisions ;12 (St. Paul County) and 15 (Tangent 
Area) as "poverty stricken". Only 10% of the combined sample of farm 
operators realized a gross income of less than $2000.
TABLE 5.--Relationship of gross income to anomia. level for farm operators, 
St. Paul County and Tangent Area combined.
Gross Income'1
Anomia Level Under $2000 $2000 - $5000 Over $5000
No % No % . No %
High 3 (18.8) 24 (41.4) 22 (28.2)
Middle 7 (43.7) 13 (22.4) 17 (21.8)
Low 6 (37.5) 21 (36.2) 39 (50.0)
Totals 16 (100.0) 58 (100.0) 78 (100.0)
D/F
CMXII = 7. 17 (P <.10)
In comparing gross income with anomia levels, patterns quite 
consistent with the hypothesis are indicated. However, the problem 
of minimum cell frequencies is once again a factor, particularly 
with reference to the low-income category. Probably for this reason, 
the patterns are more consistent for the non-anomic and neutral 
levels than they are for the anomic group. In the over $5000 bracket, 
fifty per cent of farm operators rated non-anomic or adjusted 
compared to slightly over 28% for the anomic group while in the 
$2000-5000 category the percentages were 36.2 and 41.4, respectively. 
These percentages would no doubt be more meaningful if corresponding
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figures for the under $2000 were more reliable.
A strong relationship between the variables is indicated upon 
application of the Chi Square Test. Hence, on the basis of these 
data,, the hypothesis is accepted.
VI HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASING LEVEL OF TECHNOLOGY.
Level of technology, as described by the author, represents 
the score obtained by farm operators on the basis of adopting certain 
recommended farming practices into their agricultural operation. The 
instrument consisted of seven items to which the farm operator was 
required to respond. The maximum obtainable score was fourteen, 
ranging to an absolute minimum of zero. A further explanation of 
the concept is found in Chapter III.under the Definition of Terms 
section. The method of scoring is also found in this section.
For purposes of this research, level of technology scores were 
computed and arranged into three categories. The lowest category 
was represented by scores under six, a middle grouping by scores 
ranging from six through eight and a high grouping with scores between 
nine and fourteen (a list of the scale items is found in Appendix A, page 83).
Level of technology score and anomia. level are compared in 
TABLE 6.
Level of technology scores were rather evenly distributed among 
the three categories, with the lowest total occurring in the over eight 
category (40) and the highest in the under six group (59). However, 
data in TABLE 6 show an interesting but inconsistent pattern when 
related to the hypothesis under test. There is little evidence from
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the table to predict any trend or indicate any significant association. 
Consequently, the hypothesis that anomia. decreases with increasing level 
of technology cannot be accepted. A possible explanation for this decision 
may be the inability of the scale to measure what was intended.
TABLE 6.--Relationship of level of technology score to anomia level for
farm operators, St. Paul County 
and Tangent Area combined.
Anomia Leve1
Level of Technology Score
Under 6 6 - 8 Over 8
No % - No 7o No %
High 17 (28.8) 20 (37.7) 12 (30.0)
Middle 17 (28.8) 10 (17.0) 11 (27.5)
Low 25 (42.4) 24 (45.3) 17 (42.5)
Totals 59 (100.0) 54 (100.0) 40 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 2.67 (P< .50)
VII HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASING FARM SIZE.
As is shown in TABLE 7, the majority of the farms exceeded 560
acres in size. However, farm size is noted to include land that is 
operated. It may be either owned or rented, or both. This may account 
for the unusually large farm sizes in the sample. Also, there is no 
distinction between improved (cultivated) and un-improved land. Land, 
whether it is cropped or in virgin bush, is included in the farm size 
figure. Only twenty-six of the 152 farms surveyed in the sample were 
less than 240 acres in size.
Rather than arbitrarily categorize farm size data on the basis 
of respondent data., categories as established by the Dominion Bureau of
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TABLE 7.--Relationship of farm size (in acres) to anomia. level for farm 
operators, St. Paul County and Tangent Area combined.
Anomia. Leve 1
Farm Size (Acres)
Under 240 240 - 560 Over 560
No % No % No %
High 10 (38.5) 21 (35.6) 18 (26.9)
Middle 10 (38.5) 12 (20.3) 15 (22.4)
Low 6 (23.0) 26 (44.1) 34 (50.7)
Totals 26 (100.0) 59 (100.0) 67 .(100.0)
D/F - 4 X2 = 7.05 ( P < f10)
Statistics Farm Census were used.
When comparing farm size with anomia level as measured by the 
Srole Scale, a clear and consistent relationship between the variables 
is noted. As expected, as farm size increases the percentage of anomic 
individuals decreases (38.5% to 26.9%). An even stronger trend 
is evident among the non-anomic:individuals. As expected, as farm 
size increases the percentage of non-anomic individuals also increases 
(23.0% to 50.7%).
On the basis of these data, the hypothesis that anomia decreases 
with increasing farm size is accepted.
HYPOTHESIS VIII: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASING SOCIAL PARTICIPATION.
As indicated in Chapter III, Chapin's Social Participation 
Scale (see Appendix A) was used to measure the social participation 
variable. The anomia. level and the social participation score of 
farm operators in the sample is shown in Table 8.
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)TABLE 8.--Relationship of Chapin's Social Participation Scale score and 
anomia level for farm operators, St. Paul County 
and Tangent Area combined.
Social Participation Score
Anomia Level Zero 1 - 7 Over 7
No % No X No '%
High 11 (30.6) 23 (36.5) 15 (28.3)
Middle 11 (30.6) 17 (27.0) 9 (17.0)
Low 14 (38.8) 23 (36.5) 29 (54.7)
Totals 36 (100.0) 63 (100.0) 53 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 5.00 (P< .20)
Generally, social participation scores in the sample were 
quite low. Therefore, two of the established categories are at low levels. 
Namely, one category is at the zero level while the other is at the 
one through seven level. The remaining level, the over seven category, 
includes the whole range of scores from eight and up. Fifty-three, 
or approximately one-third of all the respondents fell under this 
category, as compared to sixty-three in the middle group and thirty-six 
in the zero category.
The data in TABLE 8 do not clearly indicate a strong influence 
of social participation score upon anomia level. However, a relationship 
somewhat consistent with the hypothesis is noted, particularly at the 
non-anomic level and to a lesser degree at the anomic level. On the 
strength of these relationships, the hypothesis that anomia decreases 
with increasing social participation is supported.
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IX HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DEGREASES WITH INCREASING AGE.
Whereas it would have been preferable to retain several age 
groupings for statistical purposes, contingency table restrictions 
necessitated compressing age distributions into three categories; 
under thirty-five, thirty-five through fifty-five and over fifty-five.
Both numerical and percentage breakdown of the age distribution 
is found in TABLE 9.
TABLE 9.--Relationship of age to anomia level for farm operators, St. Paul
County and Tangent Area combined.
Age
Anomia Level Under 35 35 - 55 Over 55
No % No % No %
High 14 (31.9) 22 (31.4) 13 (34.2)
Middle 13 (29.4) 14 (20.0) 10 (26.3)
Low 17 , (38.7) 34 (48.6) 15 (39.5)
Totals 44 (100.0) 70 (100.0) 38 (100.0)
D/F = 4  X2 = 1.95 (PC .70)
The proportion of farm operators in the thirty-five through 
fifty-five age bracket almost equalled the combined proportion in the 
remaining two categories. Seventy respondents reported ages in the 
middle age bracket compared with forty-four in the under thirty-five 
and thirty-eight in the over fifty-five group.
A relationship inconsistent with the hypothesis is found 
when age is compared with anomia level. The predicted trend that anomia 
decreases with increasing age is not supported by the data, in TABLE 9.
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For example, 31.9% of the under thirty-five group were classified 
as anomic compared to 34.2% in the over fifty-five group. Similar 
percentages are recorded for the other levels of anomia as well. Clearly, 
age is little related to anomia level. The hypothesis must be rejected, 
however, not without some qualification. The impact of compressing 
the data into fewer but numerically larger categories no doubt 
influenced the test results somewhat. Therefore, this may not represent 
a full test of the hypothesis.
X HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA DECREASES WITH INCREASING YEARS LIVED IN THE AREA.
An interesting finding relative to the farm operators length of 
residence in the sample area is found in the data. Whereas the "north" 
is generally characterized by recency of settlement patterns, data from 
this study does not support this contention. The Tangent Area is more
representative of this statement since it represents more of a frontier
(see Table 10B, Appendix B).
TABLE 10 compares anomia level with years lived in the area.
TABLE 10.--Relationship of years lived in the area to anomia level for 
farm operators, St. Paul County and Tangent 
Area combined.
Years lived in the Area
Anomia Level Under 20 20 - 30 Over 30
No % No % No %
High 8 (24.2) 11 (35.5) 30 (34.1)
Middle 9 (27.3) 12 (38.7) 16 (18.2)
Low 16 (48.5) 8 (25.8) 42 (47.7)
Totals 33 (100.0) 31 (100.0) 88 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 7.75 (P <.10)
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In support of the statement in the previous paragraph, eighty-eight 
of the 152 farm operators have lived in the sample area over thirty 
years. This represents almost sixty per cent. The under twenty and 
twenty through thirty categories have almost identical representation, 
thirty-three and thirty-one, respectively.
The data, in TABLE 10 show a. very positive relationship between 
years lived in the area and anomia level. This relationship was 
anticipated, for one of the premises in this study was that the 
cumulative effect of crop failures, harsh environment and isolated 
living may contribute to anomic conditions.
The hypothesis that anomia. decreases with increasing years 
lived in the area is accepted. ■
XI HYPOTHESIS: ANOMIA IS MORE PREVALENT IN REMOTE, ISOLATED AREAS
(TANGENT) AS COMPARED WITH AREAS LOCATED CLOSER TO A 
MASTER URBAN CENTER
In preliminary discussions, it was hypothesized that areas 
more remote and isolated from the main stream of civilization would 
be more susceptible to anomic conditions than areas more ideally 
situated. The Tangent Area represents the former and St. Paul County 
the latter.
The results are found in TABLE 11.
Findings in TABLE 11 indicate that the hypothesis as stated 
is not supported. In the Tangent Area., the percentage of farm 
operators indicating an anomic condition is only 23.9% compared to 
40.0% for St. Paul County. Similarly, the percentage of non-anomic 
farm operators is 52.2% in the Tangent Area and only 35.3% in St. Paul
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County. These findings are contrary to the hypothesis. . Therefore, 
the hypothesis must be rejected. Nevertheless, it might be interesting 
to speculate on factors which contributed to this unexpected result. 
Community solidarity is probably one factor. Tangent represents a
TABLE 11.--Comparisons of anomia levels of farm operators in St. Paul 
County and Tangent Area using Srole's Anomia Scale.
Area
Anomia Level St. Paul .County Tangent Area
No % No %
Anomic 32 (40.0) 17 (23.9)
Neutral 20 (24.7) 17 (23.9)
Non-Anomic 29 (35.3) 37 (52.2)
Totals 81 (100.0) 71 (100.0)
rather unique area. Its boundaries are clearly defined by rivers 
on all sides except the south and part of the west. On the south a. 
secondary highway serves as another boundary for there is limited 
land development, hence practically no settlement. This leaves only 
the west border not defined somewhat by geography. Further, it is a. 
comparatively small area. Its people are primarily of French origin 
and belong to the Roman Catholic faith. Hence, they identify with 
one another, the community and its institutions--to a great extent.
It is a close-knit community with somewhat universal goals and means.
The same generalizations cannot be made for St. Paul County. This could 
account for the unexpected results. However, to what extent this would 
counter-balance the effect of a harsh environment, crop failures, etc. 
is subject to considerable study.
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Another explanation for the rejection of the hypothesis could 
lie in the proximity, of St. Paul County to a major metropolitan 
center (Edmonton), thus exposing it to the effects of urbanization. 
Whereas at one time community life evolved within a radius of only 
a few miles, today this circle .has extended to many times that size. 
This enlarging of community has servfed to undermine many of the 
traditions and institutions that, once served the small community so 
well. As a result, many individuals, unable to successfully adapt to 
change, adapted other modes of behavior--one of the alternatives 
being anomic. Undoubtedly, urbanization has affected St. Paul County 
to a. much greater extent than Tangent and this, too, may account for 
the unexpected results.
A summary of the disposition of these eleven hypotheses appears 
in TABLE. 12. The statistical data of the eleven relationships are 
summarized in Table 13, Appendix B).
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TABLE 12.--Summary of findings of eleven individual hypotheses tested.
Dependent Variables Independent Variable 
(Anomia)
Ethnic Origin Rejected
Religious Background Rejected
Socio-Economic Status Accepted
Level of Education Accepted
Gross Income Accepted
Technology Level Rejected
Farm Size Accepted
Social Participation Accepted
Age Rejected
Years Lived/Area Accepted
Location Rejected
CHAPTER V
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS
Summary
In general, Canadian rural society is changing from a more 
traditional system in the direction of a more modern One. The 
traditional system is characterized by less developed technology, 
lower levels of education and social relationships limited to the local 
community. In contrast, the modern system has a highly developed 
technology with a complex division of labor, high levels of education 
and extended, or cosmopolitan social relationships. Some of the more 
typical major alterations in rural society include; 1) an increase 
in farm productivity, 2) a decline in farm population, 3) specialized 
farm production, 4) decreasing rural/urban value differentiation,
5) increasingly cosmopolitan social relationships, 6) decline in 
primary group relationships and increase in secondary relationships.
However, transition within rural society has not been 
without consequence. Problems such as low incomes, limited employ­
ment capability and opportunity and lack of adequate farm resource's 
to enable modern and accepted farming practice, are common in many 
rural areas. The culmination of attention to these problems, in 
Canada, resulted in the federal Agriculture and Rural Development 
Act of 1961, whose legislation enabled federal, provincial and local 
governments to co-operate in programs of research and development 
aimed at depressed rural areas. In Alberta, Census Divisions Twelve, 
Fourteen and Fifteen, or basically what is referred to as Northern 
Alberta, qualified for various forms of assistance under terms of the
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legislation .
Despite the various government programs of education, technical 
aid and financial assistance, measurable but limited success has been 
achieved, leading to the conclusion that roots of the problems are 
centered elsewhere. The crux of the problem lies in an understanding 
of the social and psychological characteristics of the people 
involved.
The means by which this understanding can be accomplished are 
several. However, for purposes ‘of this research, the concept of 
anomia as described and measured by Srole is selected. Anomia is 
a social, psychological condition characterized by a breakdown in 
values and feelings of isolation in the individual. It relates to the 
feelings of anxiety or despair on the part of the individual, stemming 
from the feeling and/or belief thdt a person's immediate personal 
relationship and social environment offer no satisfactory solution 
to his problems. Such feelings often arise during periods of rapid 
social change where accustomed values and ideals are no longer valid 
or do not provide suitable guidelines for behavior.
A review of literature indicates a fairly wide use of Srole's 
Anomia Scale by social scientists. The research findings show 
that there are several factors which are commonly associated with 
this concept, such as; socio-economic status, social participation, 
educational level, income and age, which concurs with research 
findings. However, in connection with this research there are at
least two considerations or limitations to be pointed out; 1) relatively
/
limited research is cited regardirig anomia at the rural level, and 2) with 
few exceptions, anomia studies at the level of Canadian society are
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extreme ly limited. The same applies for research findings at the 
Alberta level. Hence, the degree to which these findings are considered 
supportive to accumulated findings must be tempered somewhat.
The purpose of the research was to measure the level of anomia 
in pre-designated rural development areas and to identify factors 
associated with this phenomenon. Based on these farm operators in 
St. Paul County (Census Division #12) and Tangent Area. (Census 
Division #15) were generally supportive of findings reported in 
review literature. Specifically, socio-economic status (Sewell Scale), 
educational level and social participation (Chapin) and gross income 
were found to be inversely related to anomia., which is consistent with 
previous research. In addition, the. study also indicated farm size 
and years lived in the area were also inversely related to anomia. 
However, in connection with the .latter concepts, insufficient data is 
available from other research findings to be.either supportive 
or non-supportive of the results.
Ethnic origin, religion, technology level and age were not 
found to be associated with anomia.. Of this list of variables, 
only the age category is researched very extensively. Little or 
no research findings are available on the others. The results of 
this study are not in agreement with other research with respect 
to age. One of the more interesting findings indicated that anomia 
was more prevalent among farm operators living closer to areas of 
urban influence. An extensive discussion on this finding is found 
under Hypothesis XI (Chapter IV).
It is clear from these findings that anomia. is significant among
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farm operators in the rural development areas under investigation and 
that there are certain factors which are closely associated with this 
phenomenon. In general, the findings substantiate the general 
hypothesis that farm operators in "depressed areas" demonstrate a 
high level of anomia. and that the level of anomia is influenced by 
selected characteristics.
It is clear that an increased understanding of the complex 
and far-reaching ramifications of the causes of poverty in chronic 
problem areas is needed, for problems such as low income, low productivity 
and inadequate living conditions prevail in many rural areas. This 
research represents an attempt to examine an area, representative of the 
problems previously mentioned with the objective of identifying the 
possible and potential contributing factors to their situation.
Through this type of research, data can be obtained which will provide 
valuable information for individuals and governments responsible 
for program and policy in such areas. It is significant that, with 
the exception of ethnic origin and religious background, each of 
the variables can potentially be controlled through various means 
of intervention, implying that some control of the situation is possible 
through legislation.
Follow-up studies of this, nature are definitely needed, for there 
is a. noticeable void in research in this area, particularly with 
respect to research at the Canadian level and particularly with respect 
to anomia. Because of the possibility of cultural differences existing 
between Canadian and other societies (primarily United States), the 
generalization of these findings to wider areas may be unwarranted.
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Hence, this should be taken into account when considering and comparing 
research results.
Unanswered questions which suggest areas of further research 
are mentioned in Chapter IV in connection with discussions on each 
individual hypothesis. Without exception, more intensive study of 
each of the variables is needed in order to more confidently make 
generalizations. Cross-class ifications combining more of the variables 
represent a potential area of study. For example, comparisons of 
anomia level with French, Roman Catholic farm operators under the age 
of thirty-five as compared with the same classification over thirty- 
five would reveal more precise information with respect to the 
impact of age on anomia. Similarly, various other combinations could 
be tested.
Another area suggesting further research concerns the methodology 
employed in this study. Specifically, the problems of sample 
deficiencies and level of significance (P) acceptances are critical 
to these research results. More research is needed relevant to the 
effect that these so-called limitations have upon the reliability 
of research results. Discussions about these concerns also appear 
in Chapter IV in connection with hypothesis testing.
In conclusion, generally the programs aimed at the rehabilitation 
of chronic problem areas have failed, suggesting that emphasis has been 
erroneously placed. The affluent society has attempted to super­
impose its ideals and attitudes upon the less affluent, suggesting 
that what has been successful for one segment of society will be 
successful for the other. Obviously, this philosophy has failed,
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thereby undermining the basic philosophy upon which the programs
were based. A new philosophy, based upon the social and psychological
needs of the individual and stressing the importance of understanding
the symptoms of problems before undertaking the cure is required.
A quote by T.L. Smith effectively summarizes;
The well-being of the people on the land demands that national 
and state or provincial policies should not discriminate 
against them, and that they share somewhat equally in 
opportunity, income, and participation in the use of modern 
goods and services. In the last analysis, only .comprehensive 
development of sociological fact and theory, . . . can form
the basis upon .which adequate state and national policies 
Can be established.
A Q T.L. Smith, Principles of Inductive Rural Sociology, p. 498.
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APPENDIX A
INTERVIEWER ________________
DATE____________ ,__________
TIME
FARM SURVEY 
-1966
1. Name (̂of operator) ____ ________ ____________________________________
2. Address .______________________________________________  ■
3. Land lodation (of farm buildings) ______ ___________ i_______________
4. Sex: Male ____________ Female ,
5. Age ___________
6. State of Health: V.G._____  G. ____  P. ____  % of disability if
any  _____ .
7. Marital Status: Single (never married) __________  Widowed •
Divorced  u Married (including separation) ____ ______
8. To what ethnic,or cultural group did you or your ancestors (on the 
male side) belong on coming to this continent?  ____________  .
9. What is your religion? .____________  ,_____________  ._____'
University 1 - 2  _____
3___________
4___________
Degree _____
10. Highest grade or year of schooling.
No schooling _____  Highschool 7 - 8
Kindergarten ____________  9
Elementary 1 0 - 1 1
5
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 
CIVIC DISTRICT
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What non-farm training have you had?
Obtained
Type Years before or after
of training completed leaving the farm
11. Husband:
1. Apprentice or practical ______      '
2. Vocational or technical ____________ __________ _________________
3. Other (university,
correspondence, etc.)     • .
12. Your Wife:
1. Apprentice or practical ____________________ _ _________________
2. Vocational or technical _______      ■
3. Other (university,
correspondence, etc.) .   ._______ _
13. How long have you lived in this area? ___________________   years.
14. How long have you lived on this farm? ________________________  years.
15. Did you farm, in any other area in this province? No _____
Yes _____
Where ,______   .
When: From 19 ___  to 19 ___ .
16. Did you farm in any other locality. No _____  Yes______
Where ______________ ;_____ ;________  ■_______  ■
When: From 19    to 19 ___.
17. Construction of House: brick, stucco, or painted frame ___,
unpainted frame _______________
18. Number of rooms in the house (those in use) __________
19. Number Of persons living in the house ____________
20. Lighting facilities: electric   gas mantle • oil ,
21. Heating facilities: wood and coal ______  oil   propane ,
22. Water piped into the house? Yes _____  No______
23. Power washer? Yes _______ No _____
24. Refrigerator? mechanical ________ ice   none .
25. Freezer? Yes _____ No _____
-64-
26. Radio? Yes _____  No ■
27. Television? Yes ____  No ■*
28. Telephone? Yes _____  No _____
29. Automobile (other than truck)? Yes _____  No ____
30. Family takes daily newspaper? Yes _____ No _____
31. Husband attends church or Sunday School (% of time) Yes _̂___
No  _____,
32. Wife attends church or Sunday School (% of time) Yes________No
33. Please complete the following table with information concerning operator's wife and children in 
order of age:
IDENTITY SEX AGE
MARITAL 
STATUS 
(S, M, 
W, D)
HIGHEST
GRADE
IN
SCHOOL
SPECIAL TRAINING 
(specify) OCCUPATION
PRESENTLY 
ATTENDING 
SCHOOL 
(/ if yes)
TIME OF DEPARTURE FROM 
AREA PLACE OF RESIDENCE
WIFE
CHILDREN
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10. -
iON
U iI
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34. We would like to know what organizations you and other members of 
your family belong to. Specify.
Name of Organization
Position Activity
Husband Wife Husband Wife
Church
1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3 1 2 3
Political Party <u *
4-H Clubs rO r-i
Agriculture Society E !—1 T -l
Council or School 
Board
i—i
G
E
<u E
cd
G
U 
cd
Farmers' Cooperatives o <u o
o
t J
o
•H
»—<
Fraternal Organiza­
tions (Elks, Masons) U
0)
4J m h
t-4
CD
CO
cfl
p
60
Sports Clubs (curling, 
bowling, etc.)
4-)
•H
M-J
o
CO o
o
<U
Pi
Labor or Credit Unions
tJ
<u
E o
Community Associations E o
Women's Organizations 
(specify)
u
Other (specify)
if...... ........ -........... * i
35. Where do you or your children go:
Name of town Distance from 
or village home (miles)
a) To church_________________________ ________ _
b) To high school _____________ _____________
c) To elementary school
d) For entertainment
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36. INTERVIEWER: Ask only of those with children under 19.
How much education do you want your sons (daughters) to have?
Sons Daughters
Less than high school _______________________________
High school _______________________________
Vocational or technical tr a i n i n g _______________________________
Some college » _____________________________
College degree_____________________ _______________________________
Don11 k n o w _______________________________
All he can get _______________ ________________
INTERVIEWER: Ask. How much do you think he (or they) can get?
Number of years ________________ ‘
If you could make the choice what occupations would you like them 
(sons or daughters) to go into.?
SONS:_________________________________________________________________
DAUGHTERS:
37. How did you acquire your farm? (check acreage of the following)
Homestead _______  Purchase from non-relative ____
Purchase from relative _______  Government land sale ____
Gift from relative _______  Other (please.specify) ____
Identify relationship of relative _________________.____ __________
38. What was the source of credit?  ____________________________ .
39. Why did you choose this area? _____________________________________
40. What was your net worth when you purchased the farm? $ __________
Land   Equipment   Livestock   •
41. Would you like a member of your family to take over the farm?
. . . .  ^
Yes ______  No ____ Undecided ___________
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42* Do you plan to sell the farm in the next 5 years? Yes _____  No
Undecided
43. LAND CLASSIFICATION
Total
Acres
Improved
Acres
Acres That 
Could be 
Improved
Acres
Purchased
1965
Acres
Improved
1965
Acres*
of
Waste
Va lue
Beg.
1965
Value
end
1965
Owned
Rented
Total -
Indicate reason for waste ___________________________________________
44. Annual amount of tax on land owned $_____________ Average per \
section ___________
45. Who do you rent land from? Private person ______ Government______
46. Do you rent any land to others? Number of acres _________ -
47. How much land have you developed since acquiring this farm?  _______
48. Are you satisfied with the amount of land you have? Yes   No ___
49. Are you satisfied with the amount of machinery you have? Yes ___
No ___
50. Are you satisfied with the amount of livestock you have? Yes ___
No ___
51. Are you satisfied with the amount of labour you have? Yes ___  No ___
52. Are you satisfied with the amount of marketing facilities you have? 
Yes ___ No ___
53. Are you satisfied with the amount of w a t e r  supply you have? Yes ___
No ___
54. Are you satisfied with your farm buildings? Yes ____ No____
55. Are you satisfied with you present home? Yes ___ No____
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56. TOTAL CROP PRODUCTION IN 4965 (Owned & Operated)
Beginning Inventory, bus.
Wheat Oats Bar ley Other
Beginning Inventory, $
Acres ^
Variety
Yield Per Acre ;
Total Production
Amount Bought
Amount Used for Seed -
Amount Fed
Amount Sold
Area Fertilized
Fertilizer Per Acre
Type of Fertilizer
Ending Inventory, bus.
Ending Inventory, $
Future Production ^
Value of Sales
Total Crop Production Income $ ________ ■ Change in inventory
$ __________________  . . Total $____________
V  For future production, put 0 if no expected change, I if
plans are to increase, D if plans are to decrease, during the 
next five years.
2J Indicate acreage in summer fallow.
57.
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LIVESTOCK NUMBERS AND SALES - 1965
Beef -Mature
Born or 
Raised Purchases Sales
Ending
Inventory
No. Va lue No. Value No. Value No. Va lue
-Year lings
-Calves
Dairy-Mature
-Yearlings
-Calves
Dairy Products
Hogs -Mature
-Feeders
-Weaners
Sheep-Mature
-Feeders
-Lamb s
Poultry
Other
Other
Total
Change in Inventory $ ____________  + Total? Sales $
Purchase $ ____________ = Total Livestock Income $
- Total
-71-
58. Do you sell any fdrest products from your farm? Yes _____
No ______  If yes, revenue? _____________
59. Do you cut any forest products on Crown Land? Yes  ____  No „
Volume? ______________  Income? "________,
60. Other farm income:
W.B.P.__________ .____  Custom Work .______,
P.F.F.A. ____________
Other ________ .
61. TOTAL FARM INCOME ________________________
62. Do you have any non-farm property or investments? Y e s _____
No ______  If yes, give description
Value ___________ Annual Income $ _____, ______
63. Does your wife work off the farm? Yes    No If yes,
type of work _________________________ earnings $ ______ _______
distance to job __________________ ■
64. Do you work off the farm? Yes _____  No   If yes, list
types of work  _______ i_ . Months worked____ ._______
and salary for off-farm work in 1965 $ ________
Distance to job _______________ ______
65. Do any of your children contribute money earned off the farm to the 
farm business? Yes _____  No______  How much $ ,_____ ________
66. Other non-farm income from: welfare $ _______ . Family Allowance
$ _______________ Pension $ ___________  P.F.A.A. $  ______ .
Other ,  Transfer payments $ _________
67. TOTAL NON-FARM INCOME ■ _____________
68. GROSS INCOME ______________
/*
\
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69. Do you USE, PRACTICE, OR PARTICIPATE IN:
Not
Yes No Applicable
a) Use of systemic insecticide?
b) Dehorning calves?
c) Feed supplements regularly?
d) Use fertilizers regularly?
e) Treat seed grain?
f) Spray for weeds?
g) Visit District Agriculturist orice/year?
70. In spite of what some people say, the lot of the average man is 
getting worse, not better.
Agree   Disagree _ ____ No opinion _____ _
71. It is hardly fair to bring children into the world with the way 
things look for the future.
Agree   Disagree _____  No opinion ______
72. Nowadays a. person has to live pretty much for today and let tomorrow 
take care of itself.
Agree  _____ Disagree______  No opinion _____
73. These days a person doesn't really know on whom he can count.
Agree _____  Disagree______  No opinion ____
74. There's little use writing to public officials because often they 
aren't really interested in the problems of the average man.
Agree _____  Disagree______  No opinion ______
75. Even if his family objects a man should choose a. job that he thinks
is best for him.
Agree _____  Disagree______  No opinion ______
CHAPIN'S SOCIAL PARTICIPATION SCALE
HUSBAND
Name of 
Organization
Member
N=National
L=Local
At tendance 
(Yes or No)
Financial
Contribu­
tions
Committee 
Member 
(at Present)
Offices
Held
(Present)
1.
2 .
3.
4.
5.
6 .
7.
8.
WIFE
Member , Financial Committee OfficesName of N=National Attendance Contribu_ MembeJ. Held
Organization (Yes or No) tions Present) (Present)
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SEWELL'S SHORT FORM FARM FAMILY SOCIO-ECONOMIC STATUS SCALE
Construction of House:
- brick, stucco or painted frame
- unpainted frame _____
2. Number of rooms in the house (those in use) ____
3. Number of persons living in the house _____
4. Lighting facilities: electric   gas mantle
oil _____
5. Heating facilities: wood and coal ______ oil___
propane _____
6. Water piped into the house? Yes _____  No______
7. Refrigerator? mechanical _____  ice   none
8. Freezer? Yes _____  No _____
9. Radio? Yes No
10. Television? Yes No
11. Telephone? Yes _____  No
12. Automobile (other than truck)? Yes _____  No
13. Family takes daily newspaper? Yes _____  No
140 Husband attends church or Sunday School? (% of time) 
Yes _____  No______
15. Wife attends church or Sunday School? (\ of time) Yes 
No
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TECHNOLOGICAL LEVEL SCALE
Do you Use, Practice or Participate in:
Not
Yes No Applicable
a.) Use of systemic insecticide?
b.) Dehorning calves ?
c.) Feed supplements regularly?
d.) Use fertilizers regularly?
e.) Treat seed grain?
f.) Spray for weeds?
g.) Visit District Agriculturist a 
minimum of once a year?
SROLE SCALE OF ANOMIA
In spite of what some people say, 
the lot of the average man is 
getting worse, not better.
It's hardly fair to bring child­
ren into the world with the way 
things look for the future.
Nowadays a person has to live 
pretty much for today and let 
tomorrow take care of itself.
These days a. person doesn't 
really know on whom he can 
count.
There's little use writing to 
public officials because often 
they aren't really interested 
in the problems of the average 
man.
Even if his family objects a 
man should choose a job that he 
thinks is best for him.
Abdication of future life 
goals ; retrogression from 
attained goals.
Deflation or loss of inter­
nalized social norms and 
values.
Perception of social order 
as essentially fickle and 
unpre die table.
Immediate personal relation­
ships no longer predictive or 
supportive.
Individual's sense that 
community leaders are detached 
from and indifferent to his 
heeds.
Individual's belief in male 
head's authority over family.
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APPENDIX B
TABLE 1A.--Relationship of Ethnic Origin to Anomia of Farm Operators,
St. Paul County,
Ethnic Origin
Anomia Level French Others
r--- -
No % No %
Anomia 9 (42.9) 23 (38.3)
Adjusted 4 (19.0) 16 (26.7)
Non-Anomia 8 (38.1) 21 (35.0)
Totals
—
21 (100.0) 60 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = .49 (P<.50)
TABLE IB.--Relationship of Ethnic Origin to
Tangent Area,,
Anomia of Farm Operators,
Ethnic Origin
Anomia French ' • Others
... ___  .
No % No %
High 11 (22.4) 6 (27.3)
Middle 14 (28.6) 3 (13.6)
Low 24 (49.0) 13 (59.1)
Totals 49 (100.0) 22 (100.0)
D/F » 2 X2 = 1.86 ( P C . 40)
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TABLE 2A.— Relationship of Religion to Anomia of Farm Operators, St. Paul
County.
Anomia Level
Religion
R C Non R C
No % No %
High 16 (43.3) 16 (36.4)
Middle 8 (21.6) 12 (27.2)
Low 13 (35.1) 16 (36.4)
Totals 37 (100.0) 44 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = .51 (P <.80)
TABLE 2B.--Relationship of Religion to Anomia of Farm Operators, Tangent
Area.
;  -    —   —   —  -----  — — -------
i Religion
Anomia Level R C Non R C
No % No %
High 14 (25.5) 3 (18.8)
Middle 14 (25.5) 3 (18.8)
Low 27 (49.0) 10 (62.4)
Totals 55 (100.0) | 16 (100.0)
D/F - 2 X2 a .89 (P< .60)
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TABLE 3A.--Relationship of socio-economic status to 
tors, St. Paul County.
anomia of farm opera
J
Anomia Level !
i
ii
Socio-Economic Status Score
Below 70 70 - 80 ii Over 80
No % No % | Nof %' 1 1
Anomic ] 
j
12 (38.7) 18 (48.7) I ^ (15.4)
Adjusted j 10 (32.3) 5 (13.5) \\ 5I (38.5)
Non-Anomic |t 9 (29.0) 14 (37.8)
X1
1 6 (46.1)
Totals 31 (100.0) 37 (100.0) 1 13 i (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 7.12 (P«C.10)
TABLE 3B.--Rela.tionship of socio-economic status to anomia of farm opera­
tors, Tangent Area.
Anomia Level
Socio-Economic Status Score
Below 70 7 0 - 8 0  ; Over 80
No % No ■i% j No %
Anomic 13 (28.9) 4 (17.4) | 0 (00.0)
Adjusted 11 (24.4) 5 (21.7) j 1 (33.3)
Non-Anomic 21 (46.7) 14 (60.9) |
i.
2 (66.7)
Totals 45 (100.0) 23 (100.0) | 3 (100.0)
\ D/F = 4 X2 = 3.29 (P< .50)
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TABLE 4A.--Relationship of Level of Education to Anomia of Farm Operators,
St. Paul County.
Level of Education
Anomia Level Grades I - VII | Grades VIII - Xj
No %
i
j No %
High 31 (40.8) | 1 (20.0)
Middle 17 (22.4) j 3 (60.0)
Low 28 (36.8) j 1 (20.0)
TotaIs' ' 76 (100.0)
1! 5 (100.0) l
D/F = 2 X* = 3.58 (PC.20)
TABLE 4B--Relationship of Level of Education to Anomia of Farm Operators,
Tangent Area.
Anomia Level
Level of Education
Grades I - VII
"
Grades VIII - X
No % No %
High 17 • (26.2) 0 (0.0)
Middle 16 (24.6) 1 (16.7)
Low 32 (49.2) 5 (83.3)
Totals 65 (100.0) 6 (100.0)
D/F = 2 X2 = 2.94 (P< .20)
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TABLE 5A.--Relationship of Gross Income to Anomia of Farm Operators,
St. Paul County.
Anomia. Level
Gross Income
Under $2000 $2000 - 5000 [i Over $5000
No %
i
j No % !i No %
High 2 (22.2)
I
| 14
j
i
(50.0) | 16 (36.4)
Middle 6 (66.7) I 5i
(17.9) |
i
9 (20.5)
Low 1 (11.1)
1
j 9 (32.1) | 19 (43.1)
Totals 9 (100.0) | 28 (100.0) I 44 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 11.15 (P< .05)
TABLE 5B.--Relationship of Gross Income to Anomia of Farm Opertors,
Tangent Area.
Anomia Level
' Gross Income
Under $2000 $2000 - 5000 ! Over $5000
■
No ’% No % No %
High 1 (14.3) 10 (33.3) ! 6 (17.6)
Middle 1 (14.3) 8 (26.7) 8 (23.5)
Low 5 (71.4) 12 (40.0) 20 (38.9)
Totals 7 (100.0) 30 (100.0) 34 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 3.95 (P«£ .40)
-82-
TABLE 6A.--Relationship of level of technology to anomia for farm opera­
tors, St. Paul County.
Anomia Level
’ •
Level of Technology Score
i
Under 6 !
... |
6 - 8 Over 8
No % |No % No %
Anomic 9 (37.5) j 13 (46.4) 10 (34.5)
Neutral 7 (29.2) i 5 (17.9) 8 (27.6)
Non-Anomic 8 (33.3) | 10 (35.7)
. __
11 (37.9)
Totals 24
. ■ j 
(100.0) ! 28
1
(100.0) 29 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 1.45 /—\ 
o 00V
TABLE 6B.--Relationship of level of technology to anomia for farm opera­
tors, Tangent Area..
Level of Technology Score
Anomia Level
r
Under 6 6 - 8 !; Over 8
No % No % No %
Anemic 8 (22.9) 7 (28.0) 2 (18.2)
Neutral .10 (28.6) 4 (16.0) 3 (27.3)
Non-Anomic 17 (48.5) 14 (56.0) 6 (54.5)
Totals 35 (100.0) 25 (100.0) 11 (100.0)
D/F = 4  X2 = 1.53 (PC .80)
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TABLE 7A.--Relationship of farm size (in acres) to anomia for farm operas
tors, St. Paul County.
Anomia Level
Farm Size (in acres)
'
Under 240 240 - 560 ! Over 560
No % No 70 •No %
Anomic' 7 (38.9) 16 (50.0) 9 (29.0)
Neutral' 8 (44.4) 6 (18.8) 6 (19.4)
Non-Anomic 3 (16.7) 10 (31.2) 16 (51.6)
Totals j 18 (100.0) 32 (100.0) 3! (100.0)
D/F - 4 X2 = 9.60 (PC.05)
TABLE 7B.--Relationship of farm size (in acres) to anomia for farm opera-
tors, Tangent Area.
Farm Size (in acres)
Anomia Level I Under 240 240 - 560 j Over 560
h-------------!-------------H-------- —
! No % I No % \ No %i ! ! •
Anomic (37.5) 5 (18.5) 9 (25.0)
Neutral 2 (25.0) 6 (22.2) 9 (25.0)
Non-Anomic 3 (37.5) 16 (59.3) 18 (50.0)
Totals• 8 (100.0) 27 (100.0) 36 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 1.64 (PC. 80)
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TABLE 8A.--Relationship of social participation score (Chapin) to anomia:
for farm operators, St. Paul County.
Social Participation Score
Anomia Level Zero 1 - 7 Over 7
No % No % No %
Anomic 6 (33.3) 14 (40.0) 12 (42.9)
Neutral 6 (33.3) 10 (28.6) 4 (14.2)
Non-Anomic 6 (33.3) 11 (31.4) 12 (42.9)
Totals 18 (100.0) 35 (100.0) 28 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 2.85 (PC. 40)
TABLE 8B.--Relationship of social participation score (Chapin) to anomia
for farm operators, Tangent Area.
Anomia Level
Socia1 Participation Score
Zero 1 - 7 Over 7
No % No % No %
Anomic 5 (27.8) 9 (32.1) 3 (12.0)
Neutral 5 (27.8) 7 (25.0) 5 (20.0)
Non-Anomic 8 (44.4) 12 (42.9) 17 (68.0)
Totals 18 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 25 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 4.55 ( P C . 30)
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TABLE 9A.--Relationship of age to anomia for farm operators, St. Paul
County.
Age
Anomia Level Under 35 35 - 55 Over 55
No X No X No X
Anomic 7 (36.8) 16 (38.1) 9 (45.0)
Neutral 5 (26.4) 9 (21.4) 6 (30.0)
Non-Anomic 7 (36.8) 17 (40.5) 5 (25.0)
Totals 19 (100.0)> 42 (100.0) 20 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 1.55 (P <.80)
TABLE 9B.--Relationship of age to anomia for farm operators, Tangent
Area.
Age
Anomia Level Under 35 35 - 55 Over 55
No X No X No X
Anomic 1 (28.0) 6 (21.4) 4 (22.2)
Neutral 8 (32.0) 5 (17.9) 4 (22.2)
Non-Anomic 10 (40.0) 17 (60.7) 10 (55.6)
Totals 25 (100.0) 28 (100.0) 18 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 2.54 (P <.60)
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TABLE 10A.--Relationship of years lived in the area to anomia. for farm
operators, St. Paul County.
Anomia Level
Years Lived in the Area
Under 20 20 - 30 Over 30
No % No % No %
Anomic 4 (36.4) 6 (42.8) 22 (39.3)
Neutral 4 (36.4) 4 (28.6) 12 (21.4)
Non-Anomic 3 (27.2) 4 (28.6) 22 (39.3)
TotaIs 11 (100.0) ; 14 (100.0) 56 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 1.62 (P< .80)
TABLE 10B.--^Relationship of years lived in the area, to anomia. for farm
operators, Tangent Area.
Years Lived in the Area
Anomia. Level Under 20 20 - 30 Over 30
No % No % No %
Anomic 4 (18.2) 5 (29.4) 8 (25.0)
Neutral 5 (22.7) 8 (47.1) 4 (12.5)
Non-Anomic 13 (59.1) 4 (23.5) 20 (62.5)
Totals 22 (100.0) 17 (100.0) 32 (100.0)
D/F = 4 X2 = 9.62 (PC .05)
-87-
TABLE 13.--Statistical Summary of findings of eleven individual hypotheses 
tested in St. Paul County and Tangent Area.
Variable
Area
St. Paul County
'
Tangent Area
D/F X2 P D/F X2 P
Ethnic Origin 2 .49 .50 2 1.86 .40
Religious Background 2 .51 .80 2 .89 .60
Socio-Economic Status 4 7.12 .10 4 3.29 .50
Level of Education 2 3.58 .20 2 2.94 .20
Gross Income 4 11.15 .05 4 3.95 .40
Technology Level 4 1.45 .80 4 1.53 .80
Farm Size 4 9.60 .05 4 1.64 .80
Social Participation 4 2.85 .40 4 4.55 .30
Age 4 1.55 .80 4 2.54 .60
Years Lived / Area 4 1.62 .80 4 9.62 .05
